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notoriously untrue, and absolutely mis.
lending
Rev, Willinms' article stamds
the most amusing sereed which ever
ominated inaso-callod Protestant brain,
It certainly was not written in what we
term ecalm and momenis—bhut
when his Catholie blood was at fever
heat.

But, bafore we go into 4 discussion of
Rev. Willlams' article woe desire to call
the readers’ atltention to one prom
inent thing In little paper. In
the first columu, on the first page, in
what printers term the staff, set in
nonpareil type, it is solemuly atrmed
that the *Mesgenger isa parvish paper
with a Catholic purpose.”
that he change that line and make it
read “The Messenger is a purish paper
with a Roman Catholic purpose.”  After
reading his artiele wh h appears on
the second page all will agree that
the suggestion is timely,

Denuded of all Its sophistry

sober

his

We sugrest

In the third paragraph of his effusion
Rev. Williams' says: “THE AMERI-
CAN politely but firmly declares of us
that we are “a Jesult in the garb of a
Protestant minister.,”  Rev, Williams
was not mistalkken when he penned those
words—he simply, deliberately, stnted
an untruth, But that seems to be his
strong point in welting, Ina lormer
issue of his paper he put words In our
mouth that weore there, and
shows the anlmus which prompted
their use by saying in the last issue
that it s “true THE AMERICAN tries to
crawfish.” No man has yet seen an
item that justifies
Rev, Williams or any other man in the
assertion that we “tried to erawtish.”
We understund the English language
and a mun, “though a fool,” ean under-
whnt we write. If we

never

these columns

in

stand mnke a

forth ns

laymen—in order to cool his Indignant
Roman Catholic blood?

are those latter days when the man of

Surely these

sin stands revealed nnd the end of time
has come.

He continges: “For
of this debate we stand simply as 5 man

every Iili]"u (L

for the thne every contention that may
exist between Canterbury and Rome,
| just as we would lay aside every con-
| tention that might exist between Can-
[torbury and Goneva, if it were the
[ Presbyterian church that was attacked
by such anti-christian defamation as

that with which THE AMERICAN as-
siails Homan Catholies week after
week.”  Show your readers one case

where we have defamed Roman Catho-
Lies and we will apologize 1o them,

You term this a debafe,” then ecite
[tion; let us not ded in assertions= it
fuets,

Nothing is to be gained by general
| denluls, by indiscriminate charges op
inuendoes, s

This age is filled with reading, think-
ing, men and women, eapable of judg-
ing between the merits and demerits of
what we may write, and us they are our
audienee let us be eandid: "When and in
what way have we defnmed Roman
Catholies? by

But it is the next sentenos where the
Roman Catholie blood eropsout in Rev,
Williams' article, In it we find a posi-
[tive renunciation of notonly the elaims
of his own chureh but of every other
Protestant chureh so fur as it and they
elnim to be troe ehurehes of God, Heap
him: “*We are not in position to spoak
[ for the Roman Catholie chureh as an
iu'('i'lv.-i:mii'lﬂ organization whose dom-
sits ‘enthroned

inating head at Home,

mistuke we corveet ity believing w man | cuppome by Divine vight, over all ehris-
can afford to treat his opponents with T e warthily powers.”

courtesy snd falrness.  And

that Is|

The next paragraph contains nothing

what Rev, Willinms will get when we | deserving of notice—haing composed of

deal with him whether he
the same treatment or not,

aceords ”"‘|ll¢i!'|----n lines of sondeless deivel,  But

{n the one that follows it he relterstes | Roman Catholle churely does teack r.fmr|uhy-r'rinn Is  mude

We do not object to Raoy, \\'illium-.i liis groundless charga that THE AMER-

woenring any shoe that fits him, but he
must not sy, in the hope of ereating
sympathy for his ¢ause, that we haye

suld something which we have not,
ITo must be honest.
In the fourth parsgeaph he says

“For whatever sins may be lndd at the
door of the Jesuits, no one can justly
charge them with moral cowardice, or
with the Infamy of warring upon wo
men, a8 i8 the case with those “*Ameri-
enn patriots” who are represented by
such shoets as THE AMERICAN." What
holy men they are—who roba destitute
widow of her lust dollar through the
plea that the soul of her dear departed
is suffering the torments of the damned
in purgatory! What honest men—who
will  forge correspondence between
parent and child in order that the latter
may bo Induced to sign away his in-
heritanece for the benefit of the church!
( Baglalle Cioeei Narrabive pages 39 o 46.)
What truthful men—who will tell an
untruth and confirm it with an oath!
(Father Garnet connected with the Gun-
powder Plot In England.) It is these
beasts who believe “faith 18 not to be
kept with heretics,” except in cases of
“acclesiastionl utility;" who believe the
Machiasvellinn policy “the end justifies

the means,"” who helieve the highest
notch In christian  perfection s
attained when they become in the

hands of their superior as the “‘clay in
the hands of the potter; as a corpse, or
#8 o rod in the hande of an enfeobled,
old man,” (page 3630 of the Encyelo-
pedia Britannics,) or when they subju-
gate indopendence and take pride in
learning to OBEY. [t is these cres-
tures, these slimy, crawling, creeping
things, who teach that you must do
wrong if your superior declares [t
right, (page 3630 of Encyclopmdia Brit-
anniei) for ‘“ecolesinstical utility,”
whom Father Willlams would choose
for nssocistes in preference to members
of patriotic organizations, It is these
men, Whose chief justities the commis-
gion of any or every crime for the fur-
therance of Jesuit schemes, whom Rev.
Williams would choose for companions

|'

ICAN wages an unmanly warfare on
christinon  womanhood. State an in-
stunce, Give us the dute, volume and
{number of the paper in which the
warfare occurs. This assertion ho
follows with another cqually

groundless and  even more  foolish, |
Ho says he stands  “as o chris

tian to denounce Its infldel attaok
prineiples that are common both to
Catholic nnd Protestant christianity.”

If Rov. Williams tells the truth—and
we presame he does sinee he hns only
twice, In as many months, credited us
with saying things we never uttered—
one of the best little mothers who evor
raisod a boy and taught him to honor,
love and revere God and His Word
must have felt groatly mortified when
she in our puper, And yet,
Father Williams must bo in ervor, It
has heen less than two weeks sinco a
lending Infidel was in our office, com-
plaining that there was too mueh God
in it—thut there was nota line in favor
of Free Thinkers,

Father Willinms “iIf Roman
Catholics wre plotting, 10,000,000 of |
them to destroy the elvil and rellgious
liberty of the other 60,000,000 of us,
that should be susceptible of proof.”
It is susceptible of proof. But what
will Father Willinms acoept as proof?
Will he aceept the late display of
armed Hibernians on our streets on St
Patrick's day? Will he acoept the fact
that 500 Hibernlans have lately boen
admitted to the state militia of 11 inois,
after drilling illegally with arms for
nearly sevonteen years? Will he ae-
cept the decluration sent out from |
Rome less than two years ago with the |
consent of the prisoner of the yatican ‘
that the pope had set aside 85,700,000
for exceptional purposes, such as|
war, which was published in the|
Omabu Daily Bee of Sunday, My 24,
1881,

If he will not accept that what will
he necopt?

Rov, Willlams speaks of “landlord-
cursed ITreland,” We move 1o samend,
by striking out “landlord-cursed” and |

suw 1t

Says

in preference to an AL P, A, And it is

inserting in licu thereof *priest-ridden,” i

and as a christinn, utterly laying aside |

| your authorities, produce your defams- |

tion to the 'Ill"'||||!] of Rome!"” he cons
That doos not concern the A.
They care

tinues,
. AL or the Oenngemen,
whon or whote a man wor-

S0 far as they are con-

not how,
Leldps Gaod,
corned there will be no ohjection raised
to spiritual Rome,  There will be ab-
jeetions  raised  however to  political
Rome and that s what we are bound
togother to defeat. No man who be-
leves the pope of Rome ean absolve
| him from his oath of allegianee to this
| country should bhe invested with eitl-
gonship much loss be qualified to hold
office.  Probubly you will suy that the
| church does not tench that pernicious
dogtring, and if you do can got
the  proofs
that that g tenot of the Roman
Cutholic ¢hupeh. (See page 352, vol,
VL, Kyme P8 Bedera.)

After conslderablo gush about the
Josuits, and a few concenled lings at
the  Orangemen, he says il Bishop
Scannell will permit, he will stand in
the place (probably meaning hils place)
[ and answer THE AMBRICAN'S (uestiond,
| He takes up the first one, “dovs not the
Roman Catholie chuveh bhold that all
| porsons married ovtside the influence

wi

of faid ehureh—those married by min-

isters of other denominitions nnd by

oivil oflegrs— are not legnlly mareied?"

Ili.a,answdfh. ity no, and follows
Pin with d™ "y, et attempting 1o
| justify one wrong by anothor, We say
[ thatis u doctrine of the infallible church,
[ 1t was declared by Pius VIL in 1808,
(Quarterly Hegiater, Vol. 111, pagao 89,
gquoted by Rev, J. G, White on paga 13
L of his tract **Facts for the People™) and
| peuftirmed by IPius IX, In 1RG5, Vatican
Documents No, 51,

to the government of Snredinin,
To the second question, *Doos It not

in his allocution ns

hold that the wives of all men 8o mur-
rlod ave concubines and thelr ehildren
“Hlgitimates?" he also says *‘no" and
gors on with his attempt to J'lln'.if_\- one
wrong by another.  We answer, the
very thing, und refer you to the above
mentioned allocution of Pios [X,

He asks that the question Do you
thnt the
has power to absolve from all sins, and
from ouths of alleginnee?” he divided,

not believe and teneh LS

a8 | and mukes answer ag follows:

When penitence Intervenes between

the sinner and his sin the Homan
chureh teaches that the pops can nb-
solve from all =ins. Otherwise Gl

Himsell cannot absolve from sin, for it
would be contrary to His justiee and
nature o do it
e follows this with a declaration as
what the “ministerinl atfache of
THE AMERICAN in slmilar
cises, pbout which he s about us oom
petent a judge as he s a defendor of
the papaey,

4]

would do

To the second soction of the sentenee
says: “As to absolving
from thelr alleglonce, the power to do
that used to be asderted by the popes.”
We will enl! to mind lnconnection with
this admission, without guoting his
Justifiention of one wrong by the cita-
tion of another, by saying that the
Roman Catholie chureh 8 unchange-
able: thint “what the c¢hurch has done,
what she has expressly or taeitly ap
proved in the that is exactly
what she will dao, exprossly or tacitly
approyve in the future, if the same ol

he subjects

past

leumstances occur,” (Orestes A, Brown-

son in his Roman Catholic @Quarterly
Revinw, ) was the
Catholic writer In this country and his
words should through the
'lu-m-! of every true patriot, and put to
shame such Protestant defenders of the
papacy as Rov. John Willinms of St
Barnabas Fpliscopal church of this eity.

And that expression by Brownson s
not 80 old, but what Rev, John Wil-
linms eoulid have remd it the day it wns

Brownson foremost

reseeho

isstied had he been fortunate enough
to have secureld a copy of the Reviow
And, If we must adinit It, we bellove
Brownson 18 a better autbority on

Roman dogma than Kev., John Wil-
liams can ever hope to be=as he had
the endorsement of the American papal
bishops in 1864, and published, accord®
ing to his own words, only such nrticles
as they approved.

el the ovidence in “Pamiline Explana
thons of Catholle Dootrins” 0 Roman
Atholle work cditod by Rov, M. Mul
lm; printed by Henzlger Bros, in 1885,
bearing the Cirdinal
Giibbons and strongly endaorsed by mangy
Romun  prolates Your attention
algo called 1o the following, wken from
“Familine Explunations of Christian

Tmprlontuy of

Is

Dovtrine," Losson x1i:
Guestion. —Sinee tho Roman Catho-
He chureh alone I8 the teue chureh of
Jesus oan anyone who dies outsido of
the chiureh bo saved?
Answer—Ilo eannot,
Question.—What do the fathers of

the church say about the salvation of

to back up our charge those who die out of the Roman Catho- |

e ehureh?

Answer—They all, without exeop-
[ thon, pronounce them infullibly lost for
erer.

18 i not o foot that your church
gecking to destroy the eflleloncy of the
publie sehools?" fa the next guestion
which Father Willlams In
“his own woay." Just what intendy
to say I8 not quite clear,
to convey the iden that they are not
miking such nn attempt, or he may
mean to ndmit that they are, True It
18, he says, aftar getting his second
wind, that Roman Catholics are nsking
for a division of the school fund, Ho
violate no Inw
in malking this request, and asks If it is
wrong to levy atax for the support
of religlon, why Is It any loss 0 wrong
fto levy u tax to support a system of

is

INswers
Tl
He moy menn

wego decinres that they

education that is confessedly opposed
to the interests of thely roliglon? The
pramises from which Rev. Willinms
argues in this instance are manifestly

ahsurd, and wholly wrong,  He mis-
upderstinds why Rome opposes  the
||||||“i' #ehionls, It Is not bBecpse the

spivitunl end of the eorporation will
[ suffer for whatever of good there is in
[ 16 that cannot be huret by the most im-
The
beenuse  political

partinl o Indiseriminate study.
LRomo will suffer, It is politien]l Home
religlous Rome which the
destruetion of the publie school systom,
Willinms

not WK

Father
will not attempt to deny.

That this is s0 even

“Why, then, should it be a erime in
[Roman Cathollos to elaim the right to
thelr own childron in thelr
own falth, and to e exempt rom taxa-
tiom for the support of Protestant child-
ren? he continues,

aducate

This question is
s cenleulnted o
plice Romanism and Protestantism in
#fulse lght In thelr relntions to ench
olther, and we belleve [t
tionully

not mmbiguous, but it

Lt
In the flvst place, no objection

& done

will be made to Roman Catholies odu-
eating thelr children in  thelr
private schools as far s that education
|r'--|'ur¢-- to falth, but the government

own

hons the vight to say whot amount of
education shall be required of vach of
its citlzens, and if the edueation ao-
guired by attending those same priviate
sthools Is below the standard set by the

lnw-makars of this country, overy e¢itl-
{zen has a perfect right to object They
Ihu\'--u perfect right to demand n halt,
mnd a8 the average Intelligence in the
| Roman Catholie church In these United
| States 1= far below the minkmum st the
present time, 1t would not be putting
It to
¢hildren or wa will educnte

Loo “oducute
them for

you." In the second place, even though

strong BV, Your

they do puy taxes and refuse o send
their chiidren to the public schools,
they are not contributing to the supe
ot of children, ns tho
Roman Catholle ehareh has billions of

Protestant

dollars worth of unlmproved, untaxed

property which should be upon the
usscsstment  rolls, the revenue from
which would more than off-sst whit

little papists contribute for the support
of the publie sehools, This 18 susceptible
of proof,

The pext (question, ““when was the
edict of Plus VIL rescinded, which
branded the wives of all Protestants ns
concubines and thelr ehildren as gl
timates," is answered in Father Wil-
linms’ “"own way," namely, a justifien-
tlon of one wrong by another. He says:
“Papes ravely rescind their own, or

Pl
voelus, but how helnous the erlme b
Protestant asks Do not priesis ask of

have Roman Cathiolle blinsd in

femnles in the confesslonnl obweano nmd
questions?” 1l this s not
Joesultism Is 11?7 11 this s nn
nitempting o tear down Protestantism
und wirbulld popery on s
| eannot vomd or understanid the Koglish

Lonoral
w st

rinns wao

lnngunge.  Out upon such Protostunt
[fsm! Tt desorves more pity  than con-
[tempt for its  lenorsnes, so  thinly

: |
vird e ".‘ ||T'ul|ll|nhlll~| to much lenrning.,

T Wil-
ilium— eefurns o squnre-tosd  answor,
| “Prlests ofton have men and women
| confess Yo thom that H‘It"\-' have [Mr s
Flov alwo s s

the next question Fathor

trwted serlous erimoes.'
that they allow sueh erviminals 1o do-
l part without offering to Lurn them over
to o potleoman,  As with other
committed by Rome ho jostifies theld
netion by saying lnwyers and doctors do
exnetly the sume thing—thot all are
protected by law.

I'o the next guestion, “are not the
Josults todny exaetly what they always
have bosn—the worst enamies of the
governments which harbor them?” he
Hpresumes” they nre today what they
wlways have boon, and, after throwing
In ik sareastiel(?) aMsertions
parenthotienlly, declares  that  he
“wonld give the palm, In that respoet,
ta men who Haant thele oritngs banner
in thig free lond.” How he hates tho

But 1t's that Homoan Catholic
that nationa!l tealt—which will
nob down, Why, Roy. Willlams, Is it
worse to Naunt the orange in thin freoe
country than it is to flaunt the green?
Is an Orangoman o grontor bigot than
o Hiberntan?  Is 14 more & erime for us
0 Homanism fhan 1
wsandl Orgngelsm or A P by

WO

one  of

orange!
hilood

for you
A lsm

sl

llllll*'m]u"

“."‘ what procoss of reasoning do you
weelve ot the conelusion thst o Roman
| Catholle who has eommitted the most
atroclous crimoes, and has beon hangod,
goes stealpght to the bosom of Christ,
while Abhpaham Lineoln, who was mir-
dered by & Boman Catholie, goes (o

‘hril. and suflers unspenkable agony
while time endoros?

Roev., Willlams In ansawor to this
question  snys it de suthoritatively

‘lh-lm-tl that Booth was o Homan Cutho:
[lle. By whose authority? Iy that of
the Romuan Catholie ehureh?
A Shorman, who took occeaslon 1o look

\
| this mutter up, says Booth was o Ho-

Fdwin

muniat: so doos Gen, T, M,
of the of the
who tried Surratt, i'u_l,'nu. et nl,,

court martinl
s
{does Rev, Chas. Chinilguy, snd a# do
st who Hve in Omachs todng, who knew
Booth, Surratt, Payno and Alzerodt
| Will Rev, Willlams give us just one
suthority in support of his many nsser-

I e s

tions? Hao aays Booth's crime wis com-
mitted by politiesl feoling and not by
religlous conspirncy. And we
|agaln to Inform Rev, Willlnms thi
that (the pollileal end) Is what we are
Wo care not
If
beliove it

deslre

apposed to in Romanism,
one lote how & man worships G,
ho does not belleve ns we
will not effect our standing when we

appear beforo that “last, supreme jud g

—God—who will render to ench man
‘m'n-nnling to his works." Rev. Wil
‘ Hams in the next paragraph says

|  Blshop Seannell arvives ot no such

| conelusion as that propounded by T
| AMERICAN. He doos not belfove that
‘Il Roman Catholle eonvieted of, snd
| hung for atroclous erimes goes stralght
to the bosom of Chrlst; nelther does he
| teach that Abraham Liocoln  went
stralght or nt all tw hell, or that he
|suffers, or will suffer
wgonies while time endures, That s
intended to he another clevor guestion
[to fire the American heart, but v s
[born of utter lgvorance of what the
Roman ehurch does tench, elther as to
hud Catholies or to gomd Protestants.
| Soyou say. But we have long be-
[fore this proved you as lgnorvant of
Roman dogma as you are of the intonts
[ nnd purposes of the A. P. A, and the
Orange associations, and shall now prove
that you do not know what you ware
talking about when you make that
nssertion, The Roman Catholle ¢hurch
does nol distinguish sny difference
botween good and bad Protestants.
There {8 but one class according to
its dogma—the class that is born to be
damned. Neilther does it recognize

|
Hurrls, one

unspoeakable |

hiwve that Hitke book i bis Hbrary, he
can fod the sene words guoted on page
|8 ol YOur Countey,™ by Hev, Josish
steong, 10 10 In the same Catholle
[ ook, on page 1, he will find thet 1
I8 hald that “nll those who o
I savvasd, must dle unlted 1o the Cathos
e eliarel: for out of her there s ne sals
e will nlso find v Is wught
| "thot snyone sopieated from hor (the
vhm'--ln .'mlrt ey pr'rfill"ﬂ'ﬂl'”u{ i Flfr J‘l!'
ey think i F'lilll'*" hly this b |||ﬂnl!

wishiod

| vrgliom, "

fey by bls separation from the unity of
Chirlst, ho will b dobmered  from
| I eternal, mnd the weath of God will
(Appondix page 4, )

vemnln upon bilm,'

By a reference o the allocution of
Plus 1X., December 17, 1847, he will
find this dowtrine Is sustained by the

popu, for ha siys
wa shudder to say —certaln men havo
not hesitutod to wlander us by saylng
that we shoare In thelr folly, favor that
most  wieked  systom, and think o
henevolently of avery ¢loss of monkind
s o wuppose that not only the sons of
the chareh, but that the vest alsa, however
|n|ir-|m|m] from Catholle unity, e anlike
i iy af m”l'uf.mu, n‘mf mey drrive

"Quite recantly -

at enerlasting bife, We wre ab n lows;
fram hirevor, 1o nd words Lo expross
our detestwtlon of this new and allvo
And #o
we might eontinue quoting page oller
pige of Homan doctrine whioh doey nat
sustain whit Rev, Willlams has sald,
but what would Le the ass?

Wardé we nn oldgr mian than ey,
Willinms, should ndvise him to
ol o ul-uly. fwnd not welte eoncerns
ing something hils words prove he
knows nothing whataver about, or alss

chory Infuntiee that & done ua”

W

that he willully misre presents the case

Lo luls rondors, butl gs we g pot onee

| hnlf as old as the pricst of 5t Barnabas
| we shall  not to advise our

duslgn

MO s,

Dans'
the

Faov, Willlwms beliovos Paoter
s o dtwndird  work
OF It he snys;

'|]|l-|!rr;,"\. In

Romuan ¢hureh
Answer, Poter Dons' morsl theology
In publishod To the Latin tonguo, It s
|jl||r-n!h-|| nnl_y fosr priosts, wud for the
use of stodents in moral theology, in
‘u---|mrutinn for the prlosthood, A
ok denling with the sgered funcetions
of Wie, or with the transgression of
| thele rightful Inws Ix to be considered
obseone gr otherwise nocording to the
mornl purpiose of the welter, and the
s to which the wrelter intends to havoe
| hiw hoak put

He tileos the
Sonnta” which was exoluded

HK reutzor
the

then M

fram

mills on necount of [t sl leged olweenity,
and says: LU was not an obsgene book,
for 1t came feom the hoaret of [ts suthor
with o high morsl purpose,  If 1L wers
written ‘r“. Zoln It would doubtless o
The motive makes the difops
once," He Rev, I, G,
White—=by inuendo—with having trans-
lnted Dens' work into two tongues In
|¢'lrlIlI‘I|hI| wser, and with having sentterad
| it brosdenst with malignant or mercen-

OhReene

then  weoses

{nry motives, It must wseem o llttle
stepnge to some of our remdors, thiat
this same minister, Rev. Willlams, can
soo the purlty of purpose In Tolsti's
heart ns ho wreltes snd |'r-|hi|."|ll'ﬂ n book
which the postal suthoritios say Is
ohsoone, and & moment Inter ean ook
into Rev. J. G. White's hoart and see
the damnable gullt, the merconary

motive which prompted him to try and
open the eyes of true nnd honest Homan

| Catholles to the dunger in which they
wore placing thelr families through
that damnable nstitation,
And 1o
smull way, whit may (IS X o b from

the confes

slonnl! now, show you in a

the Influence of that unholy Institution,

wo gquote from Rov. Edward Boeocher's
“Papal Consplracy Exposed,” pago 178,
s follows

“It is beeauso the confessionnl hos
become the soul trap of Satan and the
waoll of all spiritunl polutions that the
populnr mind has revolted from the
system throughout Gormany, snd will
revolt from it, fnally, everywhere,”

On page 179 of the ssme work the
author asks, “What, then, does Bishop
Kenrick say ns it regards the use of
the confessionul us o means of priestly
soduction?” and answers it in the next
sontenco as follows: “He confesses (o
oxpress terms, that it has been so

—————
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